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The general rule that a successor judge lacks the authority to render a judgment on evidence heard by a prior judge 
who has failed to make findings of fact or conclusions of law has been applied where the prior judge has made an oral 
decision but has failed to render a signed written judgment. 


The general rule that a successor judge lacks the authority to render a judgment on evidence heard by a prior judge who has 
failed to make findings of fact or conclusions of law has been applied where the prior judge has made an oral decision but has 


failed to render a signed written judgment. The reasoning is that it is entirely possible that the original judge who heard the 
evidence could have changed his or her mind before formalizing the oral order and rendering a judgment; in any event, it would 
be speculative to assume that the original judge would have written substantially the same decision that would be fashioned 


. 2 
by his or her successor. 


Other authority holds, however, that the entry of a judgment by a successor judge based upon oral findings of the predecessor 
is proper where there is nothing in the predecessor judge's oral pronouncements that render that judge's findings preliminary or 
tentative, and the successor judge's entry of judgment order merely formalizes the predecessor's rulings. 
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